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Response to Comment G15-15
Refer to the Master Response on Other Relationship Between the
Proposed Project and the Salton Sea Restoration Project in Section 3
of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G15-16
Basin Plan and TMDLs—The California Regional Water Quality Control
Board's Water Quality Control Plan for the Colorado River Basin  (Basin
Plan) is not discussed at length in the Draft EIR/EIS Section 1.6
because it is primarily a regulatory document outlining objectives,
implementation plans, etc., rather than documenting specific
implementation projects. However, the presence and content of the
Basin Plan is acknowledged by the proponents, and IID has been
actively involved with the Regional Board in implementing portions of
the plan, including their participation in development of TSS TMDLs for
the New and Alamo Rivers and direct to Salton Sea discharges.

IID does not anticipate that implementation of the Project or alternatives
will interfere with implementation of TMDL BMPs and compliance
efforts associated with implementation of the Basin Plan. On-farm
conservation methods may in fact help the District and its water users
reach targets associated with the TMDL program.

Response to Comment G15-17
Please refer to the Master Response on Hydrology Development of
the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G15-18
Please refer to the Master Response on Hydrology Development of
the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G15-19
Please refer to the Master Response on Hydrology Development of
the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G15-20
A draft paper titled "Effect of Salt Precipitation on Historical and
Projected Salinities of the Salton Sea:  Summary Comments from
Workshop at UC (Riverside), January 30-31 2001" summarizes joint
expert opinions relative to salt precipitation and/or biologic reduction
within the Salton Sea. This paper is the basis for the 0.7 to 1.2 million
tons per year adjustments to salinity within the Salton Sea Accounting
Model. The workshop participants and panel experts made no
conclusions relative to increases in such effects as the salinity in the
Salton Sea in the future. In addition, there are no other known scientific
investigations pertinent to this issue. As a result, there is no available
scientific basis for increasing precipitation and/or reduction as salinity
rises in the future within the Salton Sea Accounting Model.

Response to Comment G15-21
Salinity Levels and Selection of Conservation Areas - The statement
that the Sea has an average salinity of approximately 46 g/L is in error,
and should actually read 45 g/L (actually 44.9) as reported elsewhere in
the Draft EIR/EIS. The calculations and modeling conducted in support
of the Draft EIR/EIS were conducted using the best available
information as documented throughout the document. More details on
the Baseline assumptions can be found in the Master Response on
Hydrology—Development of the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

The commenter also suggests that selection of lands for
implementation of water conservation measures and fallowing should
be based on the level of contribution of these lands to contaminant
loadings. However, evidence suggests that the level of contaminant
loading in a particular area is more dependent on management
practices than on local land characteristics, particularly when the
constituents of concern are salinity and selenium. In the case of the IID
Service Area, the source of these contaminants is the Colorado River
supply water rather than the leaching of the local soils. Therefore,
implementation of water conservation measures is likely to have similar
overall contaminant loading implications regardless of the specific
location of implementation.
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Response to Comment G15-22
Details on the formulation of the Project Baseline are described in the
Master Response on Hydrology Development of the Baseline in
Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS. Concerns over the impacts of the
Proposed Project to the Salton Sea have resulted in modifications to
the Draft Habitat Conservation Plan. The newly formulated HCP is
described in the Master Response on Biology Approach to Salton Sea
Habitat Conservation Strategy and is included as Attachment A to this
Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G15-23
The comment correctly identifies water temperature as an important
determinant of fish health. While the EIR/EIS focuses on salinity as the
most likely factor influencing the ability of the fishery to be sustained in
the Salton Sea, water temperature also could contribute alone or
synergistically to rendering the Sea unsuitable for fish. Under the Salton
Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy, no reduction in inflow attributable to
the Proposed Project would occur until after 2030, when fish are not
projected to remain in the Salton Sea under the Baseline. Thus, this
strategy would avoid water temperature and other potential effects to
fish attributable to water conservation and transfer. See the Master
Response for Biology Approach to Salton Sea Habitat Conservation
Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G15-24
The assessment of impacts differs between the IA EIS and the Draft
EIR/EIS because these documents assess different projects. The
Project assessed in the Draft EIR/EIS includes not only the water
conservation and transfer projects but also the HCP. The HCP was
developed to reduce the impacts of the Project on a broad range of
species and their habitats and to satisfy the requirements of the
USFWS and CDFG for issuance of incidental take permits. The HCP
includes specific measures to preserve and enhance pupfish habitat.
These measures were not part of the project assessed in the IA EIS.
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Response to Comment G15-25
The comment questions the justification for the conclusion in the Draft
EIR/EIS that the accelerated loss of fish at the Salton Sea represents a
less than significant impact. This conclusion in the Draft EIR/EIS
referred only to the impact on non-native fish and did not apply to the
important functions that the non-native fish population provides in
recreation and as a forage base for native wildlife. In the Draft EIR/EIS,
the accelerated loss of the fishery was determined to represent a
potentially significant impact on the sport fishery (recreation) and for the
birds that rely on fish as a food source (e.g., pelicans and cormorants).
Please refer to the Master Response on Biology – Impact
Determination for Fish in the Salton Sea in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS for additional justification for these conclusions.

Response to Comment G15-26
Potentially significant impacts to desert pupfish would be avoided or
mitigated by implementing the measures described in the Desert
Pupfish Conservation Strategy (see Section 3.7.2 of the draft HCP).
Impacts on pelicans and other piscivorous birds due to a reduction in
fish abundance are discussed under Impact BR-46. The Proposed
Project would accelerate the changes in fish abundance and the
subsequent response of piscivorous birds by about 11 years relative to
the Baseline. The earlier occurrence of adverse effects to piscivorous
birds is considered a significant but avoidable impact of the water
conservation and transfer component of the Proposed Project.
Implementation of the HCP component of the Proposed Project would
reduce this impact to less than significant (see Impact BR-52). See the
Master Response on Biology Approach to Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G15-27
The text has been revised to state "Impacts associated with a decline in
the elevation are discussed in Sections 3.2 Biological Resources, 3.3
Geology and Soils, 3.6 Recreation, 3.7 Air Quality, and 3.11
Aesthetics." Impacts to biological resources from reductions in water
surface elevation of the Salton Sea are evaluated under Impacts BR -
42, 48, and 49.
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Response to Comment G15-28
The unvegetated areas classified as adjacent wetlands in the Salton
Sea database likely represent areas of partial inundation and seepage
and function as mudflats and shallow water areas around the Sea. The
potential impacts to mudflat and shallow water habitat are discussed
under Impact BR-49 and are determined to be less than significant.
Also see the response to Comment G25-82.

Impacts on pelicans and other piscivorous birds due to a reduction in
fish abundance are discussed under Impact BR-46. The Proposed
Project would accelerate the changes in fish abundance and the
subsequent response of piscivorous birds relative to the Baseline. The
earlier occurrence of adverse effects to piscivorous birds is considered
a significant, but avoidable, impact of the water conservation and
transfer component of the Proposed Project. Implementation of the
HCP component of the Proposed Project would avoid this impact. See
the Master Response for Biology—Approach to Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G15-29
The comment correctly recognizes the uncertainty regarding the salinity
tolerance and the ultimate threshold for fish survival at the Salton Sea.
It is acknowledged that the ecological complexity and the dynamic
nature of the Salton Sea ecosystem complicate future predictions. This
uncertainty is characterized in the Draft EIR/EIS under Impact BR – 45
and in the HCP in Section 3.3.1.1. Table 3.2-43 (based on Hagar and
Garcia 1988) presents the qualitative predictions of the sequence of
biological events that would occur as the Sea increases in salinity.
While the actual threshold for fish in the Salton Sea is in question, the
best available information suggests that a decline in tilapia reproduction
will occur at a salinity of approximately 60 ppt. Under the revised
approach to the mitigating impacts at the Salton Sea, IID, in
coordination with USFWS and CDFG, expanded the level of mitigation
(i.e., agreed to provide water to the Sea for a longer period) to account
for this uncertainty and to provide additional protection to the resource.
Please refer to  the Master Response on Biology Approach to Salton
Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS for
additional information on how this uncertainty was addressed.

Response to CommentG15-29 (continued)
The comment also identifies water temperature as an important
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determinant of fish health. While the EIR/EIS focuses on salinity as the most likely factor influencing the ability of the fishery to be sustained in the Salton Sea, water temperature also
could contribute alone or synergistically to rendering the Sea unsuitable for fish. Under the revised Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy, no reduction in inflow attributable to the
water conservation and transfer project would occur until after 2030, when fish are not projected to remain in the Salton Sea under the Baseline. Thus, this strategy would avoid water
temperature and other potential effects to fish attributable to water conservation and transfer.
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